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feſſed invective againſt the king of Pruſſia, will 

ſet out with any ſevere reflections againſt that 
monarch. The author of the Conſiderations has in- 
troduced his pamphlet with a quotation from a re- 
\cript, ſaid to be delivered and printed at the fame 
me by the Pruſſian miniſter at London; the ſum of 
which is, “ that his Pruſhan majeſty hopes the En- 
gliſh nation will not meddle with the domeſtic affairs 
of the empire;” and the author archly applies this 
to the preſent conduct of the court of London. I 
ſhall not take advantage of an obſervation which eve- 
ry man, who knows the turns of ſtates, may make 
upon the inconſiſtencies which the moſt ſteady go- 
vernments, ſometimes, run into, when their intereſts 
vary: I ſhall only ſay, that the quotation of the re- 
ſcript is by no manner of means applicable to the 
purpoſe of the conſiderer. The empire of Germany 
s, properly ſpeaking, a republic of fovereigns, and 
eich fovereign that forms it, has a right, indepen- 
dent of the emperor, to make what alliances he plea- 
les with other ſovereigns; nor can ſuch alliances be 
conſidered as domeſtic affairs of the empire. At the 
time his Pruſſian majeſty publiſhed the refcript in 
queſtion, the affair he hints at, might in ſome mea- 
lure be looked upon as domeſtic to the empire, be- 
cauſe a difpute lay between the princes of the empire 
and the electors, Great-Pritain had no right to in— 
terfere in ſuch a diſgute; Great-Britain did not inter- 
lere in it; at the ſame time, if his Pruſſian majeſty 
was author of that reſcript, he might perhaps, with 
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greater propriety, have made uſe of the word co. 
nomical, than domeſtic. 

The author of the Conſiderations ſpends the ff 
ſix firſt pages of his pamphlet in proving what ny 
body will diſpute, that France 1s ſuperior to Great- 
Britain in extent of territory, and number of inhabit. 
ants; and he brings Voltaire, a good writer, but a 
moſt miſerable author, to vouch for the vaſt armics 
that Lewis XIV. kept on foot. But the author of 
the Conſiderations is miſtaken in his firſt principles, 
The battles of Creſſy, Poictiers, and Agincourt, 
were gained by Engliſhmen, and Engliſhmen alone: 
the batile of Minden, which, every thing conſider- 
cd, was more glorious than all the three, was gained 
by Britons, with a more confeſſed ſuperiority againſt 
them, than there was againſt the ſon of Edward the 
Third, or the father ot Henry the Sixth. 

There is undoubtedly a principle of political, as 
well as of commercial, arithmetic ; but the data ot 
the former are extremely hard to be ſettled. The 
comſiderer goes to work in the Cheapſide way; hc 
poſits his books, he ſtrikes his balance, but he docs 
not give weight for inches, though he brings forth x 
moſt plaulible account. I will venture to ſay that 
hiſtory cannot produce a period of glory that is not 
liable to exception, if thoſe mechanical calculations 
are to take place. From the time, ſays the con. 
fidzrer, when the whole of France was united to the 
crown, and the liberties of the ſtates and nobility ab- 
ſolutely ſubjected to its power, the kingdom of France 
has been, in the extent of its country, the number 
of its inhabitants, and the greatneſs of its revenue, 
{aperior to Britain,” I admit that France, in the ex- 
tent of its country, and the number of its inhabit- 
ants, is ſuperior to Great-Britain; but that its reve- 
nue is equal, I totally deny, Great-Britain, proper!) 


jpcaking, has no revenue that is fixed or ſettled 
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venue, Or rather the expences of our government, 
luring that time, to French money : let the meaneſt 
and moſt ignorant reader he has, pronounce which 
s the richeſt people. | 
am aware of a prodigious and popular advantage 
the conſiderer has taken in point of calculation, and, 
at the ſarne time, I will be candid enough to ſay, 
that if his data are to be admitted, he might have 
carried his argument much farther than he has done. 
He ſerves his purpoſe perhaps better in not doing 1t. 
But I totally deny and diſclaim lis data, or firſt prin- 
| ciples. © I never, ſays he, read the hiſtory of the 
Iwo grand alliances, which were formed by king 
William againſt the growing power of France, with- 
out feeling the warmeſt ſentiments of. gratitude to 
the great deliverer of Europe. Never did king of 
England appear with greater dignity, than he did in 
that great congreſs held at the Hague in the year 
E 1691, when the emperor and empire, the kings of 
Spain, Sweden, and Denmark, by their ſeveral am- 
baſſadors, the electors of Germany by their particu- 
gar miniſters, and ſeveral of them in their own per- 
bons, with at leaſt fifty of the greateſt princes of 
Germany, all attended to hear him plead the cauſe of 
Europe; and all joined in one common league and 
declaration againſt France.” 
It is undoubtedly a taſk equally bold as it is difa- 
| zrecable, to combat rooted prejudices ; but now that 
the ridiculous diſtinctions of Whig and Tory are ſo 
juſtly exploded, a public writer may have ſome chance 
bor a ſair hearing. I do not pretend to deny that king 
[William was at the head of the glorious confederacy ; 
but 1 will, with both my hands, deny, that that 
confederacy fulfilled its engagements : they brought 
oops upon paper; they produced them not in the 
held; they hired armies, but England paid them. 
willing as I am to revive party diſtinctions, I am 
lorry to tay, I never yet ſaw, though I have taken a 
wat deal of pains in the inquiry, a full and a fair an- 
ſwer 
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ſwer to the charge brought by the Tory miniſtry 4. 


gainſt the Whigs, at the time of the peace of Utrecht, 


that the whole ſtreſs of the war lay on the ſhoulders 
of Great-Britain, and that her allies had failed in, |. 
moſt, every point of their engagements, as to men, 
money, and operations of every kind: this, I ſay, is 
a charge that the boldeſt Whig writer never attempt- 
ed to anſwer. It is a charge which the German and 
Dutch miniſters, and they had at that time the able{t 
in Europe, in all their warm memorials and repre- 
ſentations, never offered to refute, It is a charge 


which brought the great prince Eugene over to Eng- 


land; but jar from anſwering, he endeavoured to 
palliate, it. The rival minſters, in thoſe times, were 
compoſed of, perhaps, the greateſt men that Eng- 
land ever ſaw under any government; but the Whigs 
indiſputably had reſolution, talents, and penetration 
ſuperior to their antagoniſts. They never pretended to 
diſpute the fact, that Great-Britain was left in the lurch 
for the blood and treaſure that was expended in the war, 

Let not therefore declamation or bold affertions 
drive us out of the fort of common ſenſe. Let us not 
imagine, becauſe we are now in a war with France, 
carried on in Germany, we fight in the ſmalleſt de- 
gree on greater diſadvantage than we did in the 
times of king Willam and queen Anne. I ſhall, 
in the courſe of this paper, prove, that the terms 
on which we now carry on the war, are, nationally 
ſpeaking, infinitely preferable to thoſe on which we 
fought before; I will not except even the laſt wat 
againſt France. 

Had the conſiderer been a candid oppoſer of the 
preſent meaſures of our government, he would not 
have gone ſo far back as the reign of king William 
for an ajliance of ſtrength and dignity againſt France. 


The late king George was united with the houle 0 


Auſtria, and at laſt brought the Dutch to take pai 
with him, when the empreſs-queen might have bec? 
ſaid to fight pro ars & focis. In what a dreadful ti 
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ation is an Engliſh miniſter! There was not, when 
ve entered into that war with France, ſo popular a to- 
ric in the world, as the expediency of maintaining 
the pragmatic ſanction. Its popularity, both within 
21d without doors, aroſe next to madneſs; and had 
got the miniſtry given way to the torrent, it would 
have borne down the barriers of civil government. 
But, in the event, were we, as a people, bettered by 
that illuſtrious alliance? Did the Dutch and Auſtrians 
fght for us in the field? Did they negociate with us 
in the cabinet? Were not our foldiers butchered b 
their cowardice? Were not our councils betrayed by 
their perfidy ? 

Every meaſure, ſays the conſiderer, which tends 
to ſet the ſtates of Germany, Holland, and England, 
either at war with each other, or amongſt themſelves, 
muſt be a meaſure calculated for the good of France, 
and the prejudice of other powers of Europe. For 
the ſame reafon, every meaſure tending to the con- 
tinuance or increaſe of ſuch a war, muſt be for the 
benefit of France, and the prejudice of Europe : be- 
cauſe it is a weakening of the rivals of France, and 
keeping thoſe powers at variance, from whom France 
can have nothing to fear but in the union.” 

| have given this paſſage at large, becauſe I ap- 
prehend that it is the corner-ſtone of the conſider- 
er's reaſoning ; but a very ſmall diſcuſſion of facts will 
diſcover its futility. Will the conſiderer ſay, that 
Great-Britain 1s never to make war with France, till 
ſuch time as all the powers in Europe are united 
zgainſt her? That time, it is believed, never will 
come, and that time never was. The confederacy of 
which king William was the head, was the ſtrongeſt 
anion ever formed againſt France: but what did it 
vail England? ſhe was left to bear the brunt of the 
day; ſhe was obliged to pay the troops, and fight 
the battles of her nominal allies. 


After all, the confederacy formed by king Wil- 
lam proved, as all confederacies muſt be againſt one 
capital 
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capital power, to be a mere rope of ſand. Its con. of 
tinuity was preſerved until a certain twiſt came, which a 
diſſolved it. Holland and Germany would undouhy. we 
edly have been pleaſed, had we continued to this dy Wl "* 
to pay the troops, and fight their battles ; they would tha 
in a very cheap manner have muſtered their armizs ec 
and regulated their contingencies upon paper; but wh 
the moment that Great-Britain came to talk cf her ut 
own intereſt, then came in the democratic nonſenſe 15 
of public faith, the liberties of Europe, prior en- to | 
gagements, national honour, and a thouſand fich 1 
terms, which meant nothing but money, nothing gal 
but Britiſh blood, or Britiſi money. It may to ſome, the 
perhaps, ſeem too bold an aſſertion, (but nothing oy 
can be too bold that is founded on truth and exper: 1nd 
ence) that had Great-Britain, in all the wars ſhe ever 15 
had with France, been ſingle and alone, her experc: bet 
would have been leſs, her ſucceſs would have beer the 
greater. | cal 
The ſum of the conſiderer's reaſoning is, tha: WW ©: 
France 1s more populous, and therefore more power- ab 
ful, than Great-Britain. This puts me in mind ct c 
the reaſoning of the honourable admiral who wa: 15 
ſo deſervedly ſhot for his cowardice; and who, after . 
weighing a French cannon-ball, hung it up in a cab- . 
hage-net at the ſhrouds of his ſhip, and demonſtrated, yh 
as clearly as that three and two make five, that had A 
he come within reach of that cannon-ball, he and WM ©* 
| his ſhip muſt have been torn to pieces, I will defy the nh 
' conſiderer, from all the experience of reading, he, o- 10 
; | any man, ever had, to produce a ſingle inſtance of . 
1 two nations going to war with one another upon ſuch 1 
| Principles: and this brings me to come to cloſer quat- 
ters with the conſiderer. C01 
In private life it is but too common, when two 0 
i | parties go to Weſtminſter-hall, for a by-ftander, from n 
il | the weight of their purſes, to form a ſhrewd guels J 
1 which will have the better in the end. The conlider- BY 
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of men, when two nations go to war, the ſame as 
a long purſe is when two parties go to law. I can by 
no means be of that opinion ; and I can ſcarcely dip 
into a page of hiſtory, which does not convince me 
that it is ill founded. Parties who go to law are ſub- 
jected to its forms, which drain their purſes. Nations 
who go to war, have no directory but the (word. 
But allowing Great-Britain to be as mean and con- 
temptible a power as Corſica itſelf ; (ſuppoſing Corſica 
to be a ſovereign ſtate) is ſhe to bear an inſult from 
a neighbouring power, becauſe that neighbour is a 
garagantua ? Sovereign ſtates have no appeal that 
they can make to their ſuperiors ; but a wiſe ſtate, 
ever ſo feeble, will make a ſtruggle in defence of its 
independency, be its enemy ever ſo powerful. The 
conſideration, therefore, of inequality of power 
between Great-Britain and France muſt drop to 
the ground, unleſs it can be proved that the 
cauſe in which we fight is unjuſt : a taſk- which I 
apprehend the conſiderer himſelf will be far from 
attempting. 

The conſider, as if conſcious that his general rea- 
ſoning upon the inequality of force between the two 
ſtates cannot bear the teſt of reaſon, proceeds to 
ſhew that Great-Britain is in the wrong to carry on a 
war in Germany againſt France. In order to intro- 
duce this reaſoning, he lays down certain maxims, 
every one of which in fact, as well as in ſpeculation, 
are falſe and trite. Every ſchool-boy knows thar 
France, formerly, again and again defended the 
liberties of Germany. The conſiderer has flouriſhed 
upon that, but has he informed the publick againſt 
whom ſhe defended thoſe liberties ? Has he told his 
countrymen, that it was againſt the encroachments 
and uſurpations of the houſe of Auſtria; that tyran- 
nical power, which the government of Great-Britain 
and her allies are endeavouring, at this very time, 
o withſtand ? Had the conſiderer been candid enough 
oo explain this matter, it might have ſaved aſs 
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and me, and perhaps the public, no little labour 
He has taken all advantages of reaſoning from the 
former ſyſtems that prevailed in Europe, but he has 
not told us that thoſe ſyſtems exiſt no more. He 
has not been ingenuous enough to ſay, that there is 
no period in hiſtory, before the preſent, in which the 
houfes of Bourbon and Auſtria, like Herod and Pon- 
tins Pilate, agreed in the crucifixion of public liberty: 
nor is there in all his pamphlet, a ſingle paragraph 
upon that ſubject, though it is the only fair, the only 
candid, the only conſtitutional, topic, upon which a 
couſiderer on the preſent German war ought to pro- 
ceed. If he proceeds not upon that, he ſays les 
than nothing. If he proceeds upon that, the condud 
of Great-Britain, and her government, muſt at preſent 
appear irreproachable and unblamable. 

The conſiderer, therefore, may figure away to 
eternity upon his comparative and political arithme- 
tic; but if the facts upon which his data are founded 
have no longer exiſtence, which is the caſe, to what 
does his reaſoning tend, but to ſeduce weak minds, 
and to break that unanimity, which at preſent forms 
the pride, the glory, and ſtrength of the Britiſh em- 
pire? Were the conſiderer to bring a million of in- 
ſtances of what France has done, or what Britain has 
ſuffered in former times, cui bono? What can it avail 

him, if thoſe inſtances are not applicable to the pre- 
ſent juncture? and applicable they cannot be, unlels 
he can, from hiſtory, produce a ſimilarity of circum- 
ſtances. The conſiderer, with a true polemic ſpirit, 
ſuppoſes two powers of Germany at war ; * if France, 
ſays he, to keep up the conteſt, ſhould take the 
weaker ſide, and add to the power whoſe force 1s 
cight, ſo as to be ſuperior to ten, the evil is not leſ- 
ſened, but made greater. Should England be fo un. 
fortunate as to join in the conteſt, and ſend its land 
forces of fifty into the war, and France thereup®" 
ſend a force of eighty, the party aſſiſted by England 
would be but little benefited by the alliance; the 
Engliſh 


[17 ] | 
Engliſh would (till be the weaker fide, the force of 
Europe be diminiſhed fo much the more, and France 
only be advantaged. This is a kind of reaſoning 
which muſt hold invariably juſt in all ages.” I ſay, 
that not a ſingle particle of ſuch reaſoning ever held 
good in any age, and there never was a more bare- 
faced inſult, than ſuch reaſoning is, upon the public 
underſtanding. 
| According to the conſiderer's apprehenſion, France, 
by the diſpoſitions of the powers and difterences in 
Europe, has _y thing ſhe can wiſh or deſire. She has 
had it for theſe four or five years, at leaſt, ever ſince 
we carried our troops into Germany. What has 
| been the conſequence ? Is France a greater, a richer, 
or more ſucceſsful power, through the blunders of 
Britain? Has ſhe enlarged her territory? Has ſhe 
increaſed her revenue ? Has ſhe repaired her marine ? 
| Has ſhe dictated, as formerly, to the Britith coun- 
eils? No. I will give the conſiderer an anſwer, that, 
| in one ſingle word, comprehends folios of logic, and 
reams of reaſoning, France, with all the advantages 
which the miſtaken policy of Great-Britain has given 
| her, is now a declared bankrupt to all Europe, and 
ſhe has declared herielf ſuch. Let the conſiderer get 
over the fact, and then 
To dinner with what appetite he may.” 


don't determine, ſays the conſiderer, Whether 


the Germans are likely ſoon to agree together in any 
one point; and much in uniting with England and 
the States-General in a war with France: but till the 
do thus agree, England has nothing to do with their 
little internal quarrels.” You don't determine, Mr, 
or my Lord, conſiderer; but I do: and I ſay and affirm 
from paſt experience, (I care not what prepoſſeſſions 
may lie againſt the doctrine) that the fewer alhes 
England has againſt France, provided thoſe allies, as 
his Pruſſian majeſty certainly is, are hearty in the 
cauſe, Great-Britain is a gainer ; ſhe ſees the end of 
her expence, ſhe knows the extent of her operations; 
B 2 which 
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which is more than ſhe did in any continental war ſhe 
ever embraced, 

The conſiderer affects to call the preſent war x 
German civil war, and the whole of his pamphlet is 
levelled againſt Great-Britain taking part in it. I de. 
ny, in the moſt direct terms, that the war between 


1 the king of Pruſſia and the houſe of Auſtria, or ta. 

ther Lorrain, can with the leaſt propriety, either of \ 
| ſpeech or reaſoning, be termed a civil war, The ſay, 
| quarrel between the king of Pruſſia and the queen of ban 
; Hungary has not in the ſmalleſt or moſt remote de- whi 
1 gree, a relation to that ſyſtem of political confedera- ſhe 
; | cy which conſtitutes the kings of Great-Britain or nen 
Pruſſia members, or, if the ſanguine conſiderer wil ſhe 
4 have it, ſubjects of the Germanic body. It is, in don 
hb ſhort, either the good or bad fortune of the conſiderer, ple: 
| that the poſition he lays down, if admitted, muſt me 


eſtabliſh his doctrines, if diſputed, the whole appears IS 1 
futile and fallacious. The king of Pruſſia as a ſove- Th 
reign prince, is as independent, perhaps more (0, WW con 


| than the emprels-queen is. Were the conſiderer to be Wal 
| allowed his own ſway, he undoubtedly would carry us 
every thing before him, by the plain ſelf-evident for 
| maxim, that Great-Britain 1s worſe than mad to pre- 10 
| tend to ſupport one little German prince, againſt the poi 


Germanic body. 

But here I muſt again have recourſe to principles, 
and again obſerve that our conſiderer's principles 
are fundamentally wrong. The king of Pruſſia's do- 
minions undoubtedly are in Germany, and our con- 
ſiderer takes advantage of that to treat him, through 
the whole of his pamphlet, as a German prince, ſub- 
ject rather to the dictates of the emperor, than the 
laws of the empire. How different muſt the reaſon- 
ing reſulting from ſuch poſitions appear, when we 
conſider his Pruſſian majeſty equal, at leaſt in dignity, 
to the Vandemout family, and in himſelf an inde- 


pendent ſovereign, at the head of the proteſtant 5 
tereſt 
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tereſt upon the continent, and the only natural ally 
elt there for Great-Britain? Were the conſtitutions 
of Germany to be examined, it would be found that 
both the elector of Hanover and the eleQtor of 
Brandenbourg, without changing their religion, have 
as good a title to be choſen emperor, as the huſband 
of the queen of Hungary, who corregentiae jure, has. 
Will the conſiderer be mean or wicked enough to 
fy, that Great-Britain at this juncture, ought io a- 
bandon all the ſyſtem and principles of policy upon 
which her power and independency is formed? It 
ſhe does not, let the boldeſt advocate for anti-conti- 
nental meaſures ſtep forth, a.1d point out what courſe 
ſhe could have ſteered different from what the has 
done? Let the /audatores lemporis att: declaim as they 
pleaſe ; let the conſiderer ring his changes upon for- 
mer meaſures; but whilſt the power of France exiſts, 
s not Great-Britain to guard againſt her ambition? 
That the power of France exiſts, is the baſis of our 
conſiderer's doctrine. That we have not purſued the 
war upon the principles and meaſures that directed 
us in former times, mult equally be admitted. But 
for that reaſon objects are changed; the ſame ſyſtem 
no longer exiſts; and the hallance of power in the 
point where it formerly vibrated, is now a non-enti- 
ty. Upon the ſuppoſition of this ballance being an 
entity, the conſiderer has raiſed his whole fabrick. 
The ſmalleſt ſpark of candour would have taught him, 
that when king William formed the grand 2 
the ſupport of the houſe of Auſtria, upon the conti- 
nent, was his great object. Why was that his object ? 
Becauſe he reaſonably thought that the houſe of Auſtria, 
was the grand counterpoiſe upon the continent, to the 
ambition of the houſe of Bourbon, and the houſe of 
Bourbon was the power which England and Holland 
had then the greateſt reaſon to dread. Had they 
dreaded the houſe of Auſtria, king William, like 
queen Elizabeth, would have directed his attention, 
and formed his alliance accordingly. Auſtria and 
| Bourbon 
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Bourbon are only ſounds, the danger reſulting from 
either is the matter. 

If the danger reſulting from the houſe of Auſtri 
to the liberties of Europe, was an object of attention 
in queen Elizabeth, that has done immortal honcur 
to her memory; if the forming an alliance again 
the houſe of Bourbon, has done the ſame to the 
memory of king William, and to the Whig adm. 
niſtration under queen Anne; if the boldeſt adv. 
cates for anti-continental meaſures, never yet pre- 
tended that the ballance of power in Europe was a 


chimera; how is Great-Britain, in the preſent junc: | 


ture, to behave, when the houſes of Auſtria and 
Bourbon are embarked in one common cauſe, the 
ruin of the proteſtant intereſt ? 

* But, ſays the conſiderer, we happen to have one 
nominal proteſtant prince on our ſide; and therefore 
the proteſtant intereſt has been ſpeciouſly held out to 
our view, But in the laſt war we were fighting for 
the queen of Hungary, and the proteſtant prince has 
only a popiſh king of France for his defender. Did 
we think then the proteſtant intereſt at all con- 
* cerned in that war? And why ſhould we in this? 
This great champion of proteſtantiſm was then unt. 
verſally decried by us, as a man void of faith, rel: 
gion, and every good principle.” 

Drained as the nation has been of late to the very 
dregs of political writing, I know no man ſo great 
dunce, or Quixote, as to imagine that every prince, 
and every potentate, does not purſue his own inte- 
reſt, if he can ſee it, or if he thinks he ſees it. A 
great and a ſenſible prince can have no principle but 
intereſt, becauſe it never can be his true intercll 
to adopt a ſyſtem of fraud, perfidy, and injuſtice. 
If, with Lewis the XIVth of France, he ſhall adopt 
ſuch a ſyſtem, he is no great prince. His greatnels 
is temporary, and, like that of Lewis, it muſt have 
an end in his own life-time. 

But let us not be deceived by bold ſounds and al 

| ſertions. 
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ſertions. I deny that our illuſtrious ally is more a 
veminal proteſtant, than the heads of the houſes of 
E Auſtria and Bourbon are nominal papiſts. The king 
of Pruſſia cannot be more properly ſtiled a nominal 
rroteſtant, than king George the Iſt, IId, or IIld, 
can be. If the confiderer can prove, what 1 think 
this been never yet attempted to be proved, that the 
intereſts he had in view were fundamentally falſe, un- 
juſt, and injurious to any other power, he would then 
ay formewhat to the purpoſe. But if both his con- 
nexions, and thoſe of Great-Britain, were only, as 
they certainly were, accidental, and not ſyſtematical, 
the confiderer is as much wrong in his reaſoning, as 
he is in his facts. The connexions of Great-Britain 
with the houſe of Auſtria, in the times which he 
hints at, were occaſioned by accidents, viz. the death 
ol Charles the VIth of Germany, and the violence 

W which France offered to her own guaranty of the 
E pragmatic ſanction. Independent of thole conſidera- 
ons, his Pruſſian majeſty had, as we muſt ſuppoſe 
he thought, a claim of right upon certain domini- 
ons, which lie not, as the conſiderer ſays, in an ob- 

F (cure corner of Germany, but are well known to 
every one who knows the ſmalleſt tittle of geography 
or hiſtory. I am old enough to remember when this 
claim was ſtarted, and when it was made good. His 
Pruſſian majeſty ſupported it by what I muſt call un- 

| controverted, and therefore I muſt ſuppoſe uncon- 
trovertible, reaſons; for I never ſaw a ſcrap from the 
bouſe of Auſtria that diſputed the facts of the family 
compacts, upon which the claim was founded. It is, 
therefore, infamous to inſinuate, that becauſe the 
atereſt of Pruſſia happened at that time to lead her 
o fide with France, that therefore this proteſtant 
prince had only a popiſ king of France for his de- 
ſender: the fact is ſalſe and unſupported; and all the 
conſiderer poſſibly can gain by his inſinuations and 
aſſertions, is what I believe no mortal is weak enough 
o diſpute, that, amongſt princes, proteſtantiſm and 


Popery, 


on, fought {or the proteſtant intereſt, that is, for the 
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popery, and in fact, religion, are words that ſome. 
times ſignify nothing, 

But though I e that in the cabinet; 
of ſovereigus the popiſh or proteſtant religion ar, 
words that neither have nor ought to have, at 
meaning, yet I think the popiſh or proteſtant intereſts 
are terms that not only have meaning, but are of the 
moſt deciſive importance to us, as men and En. 
gliſnmen. Accidents, as I have already hinted, may 
ſometimes interfere, and give a ſhock to the yeh; 
cle, but it muſt ſtill in time return to its true and iis 
natural poſition. Is there a man in England weak 
enough to doubt, that while Great-Britain was fight. 
ing in conjunction with the houſe of Auſtria, the 
heads of that houſe were not the moſt miſerable h. 
gots that ever polluted an altar by ſuperſtition ? And 
yet thoſe bigots, though not of the proteſtant relig. 


iadependency of Germany and Britain. 

That the king of Pruſſia was ever decry'd by this 
nation, as a man void of faith, religion, and every 
good principle, is a moſt execrable falſhood. It i; 
equally ſo, that we, as the conſiderer affirms, ſet out 
in this war with conſidering him as an enemy to our 
proteſtant electorate. It is equally falſe, that we hired 
an army of Ruthans to invade him. 

— Quis tam 
Terreus ut teneat ſe ? | 

« What is it, ſays the conſiderer, then, that has 
at once changed him in our opinion, from a deſpiler 
of all religion to the defender of the proteſtant ? But 
not to inſiſt on this.” Can a man of common {enl 
and honeſty fit, with any degree of patience, and hear 
ſuch infamous invectives ſpewed forth, was his Pruſſian 
majeſty no more than a private gentleman ? The cont 
derer pretends that at the time of the breaking out of 
the preſent war, the proteſtant religion in Germany (for 
i will contract his argument as much as poſſible with- 
out weakening it) was in no danger. The conhidet- 
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er amuſes us with ſounds, Can he produce a re- 
ſcript, can he produce a ſcrap of writing from his 
Pruſſian majeſty, or any proteſtant power in the 
world, that ever pretended it was in danger? But I 
will venture to ſay, and will defy all mankind to prove 
the contrary, that the proteſtant intereſt was in dan- 
| per. It may, however, be neceſſary to clear up the 
diſtinction I make between the proteſtant religion, and 
| the proteſtant intereſt. This I cannot do better than 
by ſuppoſing that a power now exiſts m Europe that 
profeſſes proteſtantiſm, and yet ſides with France and 
| Auſtria in this preſent war. Such powers, tho' they 
may pray with proteſtants, undoubtedly act for papiſts; 
though they are of the proteſtant religion, they are 
not in the proteſtant intereſt. In ſhort, popery and 
proteſtantiſm, unleſs applied to the great concerns of 
civil as well as religious liberty, are mere words to 
gull the populace, and our conſiderer has applied them 
accordingly. 
1 ſhall not impoſe fo far upon the reader as to 
quote the identical words of the conſiderer, when he 
| endeavours to prove (as he does in many laboured 
| pages) that, in the preſent war, religion is out of 
the queſtion. There is not, I believe, in England, 
| a man fo weak to believe it is; but how does the 
conſiderer endeavour to impoſe upon weak minds, as 
it the experience of our hiſtory did nor tell us, that 
| proteſtants may fight for a popilh intereſt, and that 
papiſts may fight for a proteſtant one? A king in his 
| cloſet, or his chapel, may make no difference between 
one religion and another; and he may even delpile all 
| religions, and yet true policy, without one grain of re- 
gion interfering, may oblige him to adopt religion as 
the cauſe of fighting, | 
In the preſent caſe, this conſideration turns, per- 
haps, deciſively againſt our author, and he himſelf 
has given riſe to the obſervation. I ſhall ſuppoſe the 
King of Pruſſia to be void of religion, but if the King 
of Pruſſia has enemies who are wrong-headed enough 
C | to 
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to carry religious wind-mills in their brain, he and 
his allies has a right to repel all ſuch enthuſiaſtick at. 
tacks, in the moſt effectual manner. In ſhort, the 
whole of our conſiderer's argument upon this head i; 
calculated only for the weakeſt of minds: he knoy: 
there neither is, nor can be, the ſmalleſt foundation 
for ſuch inſinuations, though he has endeavoured to 
avail himſelf of them. 

The conſiderer proceeds, as he does from the he. 
ginning to the end of the pamphlet, to take ſo 
granted, matters that are no other than unſupported 
allegations. * An electorate, ſays he, of the empire, 
is not to be annihilated but by the deſtruction of the 
whole Germanic conſtitution. For a king of France 
to make himſelf e——r of H r, and eject a who: 
family out of its rights, would be ſo great an act 0 
violence, that every member in the empire would ile 
againſt it. Sweden and Denmark could not but take 
the alarm at it.” 

A writer who grounds his reaſoning on ſuch infa. 
mous falſhoods, which he endeavours to palm upon 
his readers as uncontrovertible and indiſputable truths, 
puts me in mind of a malefactor at the gallows. 
Draw the cart, or kick the ſtool, from under him, 
and he remains ſuſpended. Is there the lighteſt ſmat. 
terer in hiſtory, who is ignorant that electorates, po- 
litically ſpeaking, have been annihilated ? wWitneſs tic 
Palatine, the Saxon, and the Bavarian eleCtorates; 
ſome of them, I was going to ſay, within our ow! 
memory, or that of our fathers, without Sweden or 
Denmark, or any other power in Europe, making the 
ſmalleſt effort in their favour. The conliderer, I an 


afraid, will never be able to perſwade any man, who 


has the leaſt experience in life, to believe that ever) 
ſubject, or, indeed every prince, in Germany, has 
adequate ideas of his own intereſts. The ſtates 01 
Greece, a much leſs complicated confederacy than tha! 
of Germany, had not. 

66 England 
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England, ſays the conſiderer, would not have 
any reaſon to envy France the impracticable taſk of 
defending a country, ſurrounded with enemies, and ſe- 
parated from all its other dominions. But in reality, 
the conſtitution of Europe makes every thing of this 
kind abſolutely impoſſible. All that France can pro- 
poſe, after the greateſt ſucceſs there, can be only to 
| take a temporary poſſeſſion of the country during the 
war, to hold it in depoſit, as the king of Pruſſia did 
the electorate of Saxony.” Here again happens to 

he a ſmall miſtake in point of fact, which overthrows 

the whole of the conſiderer's reaſoning. I afhrm it, 
and will appeal to every man of reaſon and candour, 
that in the preſent, unprecedented conjuncture, when 
the head of the empire and the French king, are ri- 
| vetted in a confederacy againſt the proteſtant intereſt, 
the electorate of Hanover, if wreſted from the houſe 
of Brunſwick, may be beſtowed on whom they pleaſe; 
and perhaps it would not be going too far, ſhould 
ye ſuppoſe, that, even at this time, ſome proteſtant 
princes of the empire are caſting a wiſhful eye to fill 
the ſeat of an electorate. Should this ſucceed, it is 
no more than has already happened. 

Page 25. the conſiderer is at infinite pains, (and, 
indeed, he ſeems to pique himſelf upon it, as his 
fort) to prove that we hurt Hanover, and actually 
the whole proteſtant intereſt in Germany, by making 
that electorate the ſeat of war. Here, again, I muſt 
firm, that the fact is falſe; and I abſolutely deny 

and deſy any man to prove, that Great-Britain has, 
n the leaſt, contributed to make that electorate the 
ſeat of war. It was unjuſtly attacked by France, and 
all the ſophiſtry of mankind cannot pretend, that 
Great-Britain has not acted a juſt, and, therefore, a 
wiſe part, in endeavouring to protect that electorate. 
Let the conſiderer and his friend, if they pleaſe, recur 
to prudential, but pititul, principles; let them ſay, 
that a weaker ſtate is to be oppreſſed by 4 ſtronger, 

"a and 
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and that no intermediate power ought to ſay to the 
latter, What doeſt thou ? 

This obſervation brings me to the main beam of 
our obſerver's reaſoning. He has not endeavoured to 
prove, that his Pruſſian majeſty was originally wrong 
in the cauſes for which he went to war; he has not 
preſumed to ſay, that Grcat- Britain had not juſt pro- 
vocations to make war upon France. The conſiderer 
has not thrown out a ſingle ſyllable to inſinuate, that 
Hanover was not atiacked entirely on account of the 
French quarrel with Great-Britain in America. This 


being the caſe, to what abſurdities muſt our conſider- | 


er be reduced? even to that, not only of condemning 
thc practice of the greateſt and wifeſt princes in former 
ages, but of aboliſhing out of the ſyſtem of the 
world, all diſtinctions between right and wrong, and 
all reſiſtance, where injuſtice and injury are offered, 
Will the confiderer avow that doctrine? I hope he will 
not; I may almoſt venture to ſay, that he dares not; 
and yet, that doctrine muft be avowed, betore any 
one of his poſitions can be conclutive. Though ro- 
mance and realities differ, yet, could the moſt in- 
ventive head have deviſed a tract, which Great-Þri- 
tain, keeping ſight of common ſenſe: and common 
honour, could have followed, but what ſhe has done? 
The conſiderer is a profeſſed advocate for ſubmiſſion. 
Submiſſion to what? to violence, fraud and injuſtice? 
Should that doctrine take place, the light of the fun 
may be ſaid to be extinguiſhed. In this men and 
communities do not differ 1n their relations. The law 
of nature, as Cicero has ſenſibly explained it, dictates 
the principles of ſelf-preſervation. And every indivi- 
dual, if he conſults his own ſafety, will conſult the 
ſafety of the whole. Are ſtates to be oppreſſed more 
than private men are, meerly becauſe they are weak? 
Does not common intereſt, as well as common honeſty, 
call upon one ſtate to aſſiſt another when oppreſled? 
For what are ſocieties formed, and alliances made, but 
o defend the weaker againſt the ſtronger ? How in- 

famous 


En 
ſamous would it be, was Great-Britain allied with a 
power far more conſiderable than herſelf, and bound 
by every tye of gratitude and faith to ſupport her, 
ſhould that power tell her, that it is her beſt courle, to 
ive way to ſuperior force, and that a little dragooning 
will do Fas no diſſervice, becauſe the ſmart will ſoon be 


| Over, and that, was ſhe to receive any aſſiſtance, her 


cale would be worſe. 

But in fact, the public of Great-Britain is abuſed in 
nothing more, than in that way of reaſoning, which 
is adopted by the conſiderer. Where is the nation in 
the world that ever would have done any thing great, 
any thing glorious, or indeed wife, had her govern- 
ment made her intereſt the any ſtandard of her ho- 
nour? A great people know, that honour, reputation, 
and dignity, form their intereſt; nor could Great-Bri- 
tain at this time have arrived to the pitch of power 
and riches, ſhe now poſſeſſes, had ſhe been always 
| mercenary enough, to have made her dignity ſubſer- 
vient to any conſideration whatſoever. © A ſmall 
| ſtate, ſays the conſiderer, (p. 25.) which is invaded by 
the armies of one infinitely greater than itſelf, is 
{ doubtleſs under a great misfortune, all reſiſtance is 
uſeleſs, and it has nothing to do but ſubmit. But 
there is a way of doubling this misfortune; and that 
s by having another great ſtate, almoſt equal to the 
invader, undertake the defence of it. If the country 
| ſubmit, it has but one army to maintain, and ma 
in the beginning yield upon terms, which are tolerable 
but if it be defended, it has then two armies in it, 
aud is ſure to be oppreſſed by them both.” Had I 


not given the quotation fairly in the conſiderer's words, 


| reader who has the ſmalleſt ſentiment of virtue and 
| humanity, might have doubted, whether ſuch ſtuff 
| could have fallen from the pen of any writer who 
wears the ſtamp of manhood; in reality, the whole 
of the performance I am now anſwering, ought to 
have been entitled, An Apology for France, nor is 
ere from the beginning to the end of it, a ſingle 


principle, 
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principle, but that Great-Britain ought to diſſolve c 

very tye of humanity and juſtice, and leave France 
and Auſtria the unmoleſted liberty of deſolating Eu- 

rope, and at laſt of enſlaving Britain; for there is not 

an argument for Hanover's ſubmitting to France, 
brought by the conſiderer, that is not with equal, nay, 
greater reaſon, applicable to Great-Britain. If ſhe has 
an army in her bowels, ſhe ought to ſubmit, ſhe 
ought not to double her own miſery by increaſing the 
number of mouths ſhe has to maintain, or by adding 
hands to war, that many headed monſter, too apt of 
itſelf to devour the moſt innocent and the moſt un- 
offending. 

But it unfortunately happens, that the conſiderer's 
facts are as falſe as his reaſoning. I cannot, by any 
manner of means, ſee that Hanover 1s, at preſent, 
oppreſſed by prince Ferdinand's army ; I can fee the 
Britiſh nation making glorious, and not unſuccelsful, 
efforts, for ſaving an electorate, that has been almoſt 
ruined, for the ſake of Great-Britain. * Did the fun, 
ſays the conſiderer inſultingly, refuſe to ſhine, or the 
river ceaſe to flow, when France was in poſſeſſion cf 
Hanover?“ Philoſophers will tell him, they did not; 
becauſe injuſtice is the worſt inverſion of nature's 
courſe. As a Politician I anſwer, that neither of thoſe 
Phenomenas would have happened, had the French 
been in poſſeſſion of London, as well as of Hanover. 

The conſiderer proceeds, in the ſame inſulting 
ſtrain, to upbraid the Hanoverians for breaking the 
convention of Cloſter-Seven. Here again is a mate- 
rial miſtake in point of fact, for it is a moſt infamous 
falſhood to ſay, that the Hanoverians did break that 
convention. His late majeſty's reſcripts and manitel- 
tos made it plain, without the poſſibility of contra- 
diction, that the French broke it themſelves, by in- 


were not ſtipulated in the convention. This is 4 
truth, that the French miniſtry themſelves, keen 
and eager, as they were, at that time, did not pre 

| ten 


ſifting upon terms of oppreſſion and injuſtice, which | 
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tend to contradict; and his late majeſty, whoſe ve- 


| racity was perhaps as irreproachable and unimpeach- 
| ed as that of any prince who ever breathed, had 


the glory and ſatisfaction to ſee his conduct, in re- 


ſuming his arms, approved of by all Europe. I can 
| ſcarcely except the court of France itſelf. Before the 
| conſiderer had thrown out agaiaſt his late majeſty a 
| charge of brealiing a convention, made under ſuch 
tender circumſtances as that of Cloſter-Seven was, 
| he ought to have deſcended to particulars, and 
| to have refuted the allegations in his late majeſty's 
* memorials and maniteſtos, publiſhed on that occaſi- 
on. Let the public, therefore, upon the whole, judge 
of an author who offers ſuch an inſult to the memo- 
ry of that venerable head that is now laid in the duſt. 
| In my own life-time I have known judicial ſentences 
| paſt againſt the revilers of the memory of king Wil- 
liam, 40 years after his death; but here is the memo- 
ry of the greateſt and the beſt monarch that ever Bri- 
* tain had, inſulted before his aſhes are cold in the grave 
that receives them. The ſubject diſpenſes with cere- 
mony, and even with forms of writing; the fact is 
falſe; his late" majeſty did not break the convention 
of Cloſter-Seven. His late majeſty avowed his re- 
ſuming arms; he juſtified that reſumption, and the 
conſiderer cannot, without incurring the cenſure of 
the blackeſt calumny, maintain his aſſertion, that his 
late majeſty was guilty of a moſt ſcandalous breach 
of faith. 
The conſiderer thinks himſelf exceſſively ſtrong in 
his impeachment of the king of Pruſſia's conduct, 
when he mentions the great hardſhips which the 
cleftorate of Saxony underwent, when it was in pol- 
| (efſion of the Pruſſians. Who doubts it? but who 
| was to blame? Has the conſiderer offered a ſingle ar- 


| gument, to prove, that the king of Pruſha was not 


well founded, in juſtice as well as prudence, in his 
proceedings againſt that electorate? Has he offered 
a colour of reaſon to prove, that, had not the king 


of 


: 
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of Pruſſia acted as he did, he and the proteſtant inte- _ 
reſt in Germany, muſt have been totally ruined ? 1; 
any power, eſpecially an independent power, to an- 
{wer for the conſequences of another's injuſtice? Ii Wl had 
the elector of Saxony, by his iniquitous combination 
againſt the elector of Brandenbourg, obliged the lat. 
ter to put the citizens of Leipſic under a ſevere con. be 
tribution, the elector of Saxony, and not the elector dig 
of Brandenbourg, was to blame. 
Delirant reges, plectuntur Achivi. 

Talking as men, what heart does not feel for the 
miſeries, loſſes, and misfortunes of ſubjects, through 
the injuſtice of the princes. I never ſee a French pri- 
ſoner, without conſidering him as the innocent victim 
of his ſovereign's perfidy. All arguments therefore, 
drawn from conſiderations of humanity, when inhu- 
manity is practiſed, are unneceſſary, idle, or futile, If 
the injuſtice of one prince, makes it neceſſary for a- 
nother to proceed with ſeverity againſt the innocent 
ſubjects of another power; he who gives the provo- 
cation alone is to blame, and alone is anſwerable for all 
conſequences. Princes do not make war upon one a. 
nother's perſons or palaces. The moſt generous and 
humane, and moſt virtuous princes that ever lived, 


ſh 
have been obliged, in juſtice to their own ſubjects, ib mh 
proceed againſt thoſe of another, in a manner againſt W 
which their nature has revolted. The moſt under- see 
ſtanding reader in Europe, perhaps, therefore, will be W w 
puzzled to find out the meaning of the conſiderers W ur 


rcaſoning, between the 31ſt and 38th pages of his 
conſiderations, if he has any meaning, it is, that WW th 
Great-Britain, did not Hanover lie in Germany, would N 
have no army m Germany. 

Again, the fact is falſe; for before the electors df 2 
Hanover were kings of Great-Britain, Great-Britan WW oj 
had armies in Germany; nay what was ſtill more ex- f 
penſive, they had armies in Spain and in Portugal; W t} 
for what reaſon ? undoubtedly to maintain the balance WF a 
of the power in Europe, and, in whatever oo 
that 
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that balance is endangered, the Britiſh arms ought 
to find buſineſs. This is reaſoning that never yet has 
been diſputed, it is what has been adopted by every 
wiſe miniſter, and by every patriot that ever England 
had, nor do I remember a proſtitute of the pen fo 
abandoned, as to contradict it. | 

The conſiderer enjoys an imaginary triumph, when 
he pretends to ſhow that Great-Britain fights at a vaſt 
diſadvantage with France in Germany, and that the 
preſervation of Hanover ought not to be an object 
of our concern, nor would the French attack it, did 
we not defend it. He ſeems to have laid the 
fort of his reaſoning upon thoſe principles, and he 
has laid them down in a multiplicity of words; but 
as uſual, every fact is falſe The French, before the 
preſent war, have again and again, through the mere 
luſt of power, and wantonneſs of ambition, laid waſte 
German elecorates. The liberties of Europe were 
then endangered, but leſs than they are now, and 
| Great-Britain interpoſed at a greater expence, and 
with leſs efficacy than ſhe does now. If, inftead of 
| the electorate of Hanover, a dunghill was the ſpor, 
whete the fate of public liberty was to be diſputed 
and decided, we muſt forfeit the name of Britons, 
ſhould we abandon it; poſterity would, curſe us, 
ſhould we give it up. | 
| © How, fays the conſider, did the war begin? The 
ſcene in Germany, opened with our being in alliance 
with the empreſs queen. And the king of P a, 


under the encouragement of France, was threatening 


to invade the e—— te: we looked over all the o- 
ther parts of Europe in vain, and ſent to the fartheſt 
North, and agreed to give five hundred thoufand 
pounds to the court of Ruſſia, to march fifty thoul- 
and men into P „in order to find that prince em- 
ployment at home.” Were the reward of a thou- 
| fand pounds publiſhed in the news-papers, to outdo 
the falſities contained in the foregoing quotation, ſcarce 
{2 man in England would be found hardy enough to 
| attempt 
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attempt it. Our alliance with the empreſs-queer 
gave no manner of riſe to the preſent ſcene in Ger. 
many; accidents had thrown the intereſt of Pruſſia 
off its hinges. While the natural ſyſtem of the po. 
litics of Europe ſubſiſted, the houſes of Bourbon and 
Auſtria liv'd, if not at perpetual variance, at lcafl 


in perpetual jealouſy of one another. The king d 
Pruſſia had the ſtrongeſt reaſons to apprehend, that 
the houfe of Auſtria never would forgive his depri. 
ing it of Sileſia. He naturally fought to ſtrengthen 
himſelf, by an alliance with that power, whoſe inte. 
reſt jt was that the houſe of Auſtria, ſhould be kept 
low, and that power, which was France, as natura! 
ly embraced the occaſion, His late Majeſty, George 
the ſecond, during all this time, was purſuing the fixt, 
and till then, unvaried maxims of public liberty, by 
ſupporting the houſe of Auſtria. "rand whoſe in. 
tereft it always will be, that Germans ſhould cut one 
another's throats, moſt officiouſly offered to march ar 
army into the empire, in fupport of his Pruſſian ma- 
jeſty. Had ſhe done it, there is no manner of doubt 
that the liberties of the Germanic body muſt have 
received their finiſhing ſtroke. Great-Britain was ſen- 
ſible of that, and her miniſtry ſtrove to prevent t, 
by entering into one of the cheapeſt contracts, that 
perhaps ever was made, with Ruſſia; and a co! 
tract, which, at the time it was made, aftoniſhe 
France, but pleaſed all Europe beſides. But with 
what front hath the conſiderer ſaid that thoſe Ruſſan: 
were deſigned to invade Pruſſia; what term, dots 
ſuch an allegation, ſo baſe, ſo injurious, and ſo ut: 
ſupported, deſerve ? His late majeſty, by that con- 
tract with Ruſſa, proved himſelf equally the father q 
European, as of Britiſh, liberty. The ſchemes of the 
French were thus diſconcerted, and his Pruſſian ma. 
jeſty, with equal wiſdom and magnanimity, declares 
that he was ready to draw his ſword againft fore 


troops, be they Ruſſian or be they French, who | 


. ſhould enter Germany. Th 
» 4's 15 
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This was the point preciſely, which his late ma- 
ty aimed at, and was the true baſis of that ſo much 


Fiſhed for, ſo much applauded, reconciliation, which 
happened between him and his Pruſſian majeſty. If 
the conſiderer had the ſmalleſt grain of candour, or the 


laſt ſpark of information, he would have informed 


the public, that the violence of the court of Vien- 


na had diſguſted his late majeſty, long before the dif- 
ferences between France and England broke out, 
Like a wiſe and great prince as he was, he concealed 


the nakedneſs of the antient ally of his people and 
ſamily, as long as he could, conſiſtently with his pub- 
le faith and common juſtice. But the demands of 
the court of Vienna out-run all moderation, I ſhall 
not diſſemble, that the court of London perhaps did 


give the empreſs-queen ſome hopes of ſeeing her fon 
mage king of the Romans, and undoubtedly as the 


intereſt of Europe appeared to be at that time circum- 


ſtanced, it was extremely natural for his late majeſty 


to attempt ſuch a meaſure, Perhaps he did attempt 


it, and perhaps could it have been carried into execu- 


tion, without rearing the fundamental conſtitution of 
Germany to pieces, he might have effected it. But 


the court of Vienna never had the ſmalleſt regard for 


that conſideration, her ambition muſt be gratified 
at the expence of Germanic liberty. His Jate ma- 
eſty's penetration and tenderneſs for that conſiderati- 
on, and the impatience of the empreſs- queen, made 
him ſee what he ſcarcely could have believed, that 
the houſe of Auſtria now acted upon principles in- 
conſiſtent with all their former engagements, and 
hat the empreſs-queen, like another Juno, ſaid, 


Fleftere fi nequeo ſuperos, Acheronta movebo. 
If I cannot bring the king of England to join with 


me in the deſtruction of public liberty, I will call in 
the French, who, I am ſure, will be glad to ſecond 
me. Let Germany be ravaged, let her conſtitution 


L 


be ruined, but let the houſe of Auſtria be great, and 
et her ride in the whirl-wind of public calamity. 


D 2 Toe 


oy * * - 
h — on,” AA AA — — 


a — 
4 =. 


8 * > £4" 


e Cn no optooos . 
. * c : * 


« 
n N yo Ove ö * 
DE . —— A Ry I, 4 5 — 7 _ Rr 
— : 


— Hi. - — — - 
2 . _ I 
_— OS —ä— — 


— 
d ry - 
8 — em. . 
a = 2 
— — — — — 228 
* 


( 28 ] 
Too many circumſtances at that tirne concurred, tg 
flatter this preſumption : circumſtances that are with- 
out parallel in hiſtory. The French, by the weakeſt, 
but, at the ſame time, the moſt frantic, conduct ever 
known, took ſteps to drive the ſubjects of Great- 
Britain out of the empire of North-America. Such 
was the ruling paſſion of France. That of the em- 
preſs- queen was, to have her ſon elected king of 
the Romans, and to be revenged upon the king of 
Pruſſia, The ruling paſſions in both parties coincided 
in one point. The friendſhip of Pruſſia was of | 
conſideration to France, than the empire of North- 
America was. The regaining Sileſia was thought of 
more importance by the court of Vienna, than al 
her former engagements, than every tye ot gratitude 
and honour, and, when rightly conſidcred, of inte- 
reſt, Thus an unnatural combination was formed a. 
gainſt the liberties of Europe. 


The objects which Great-Britain and Pruſſia had il 
in their eyes, were the preſervation of the former's 
empire in North-America, and of the latter's poſ- tl 
ſeſſion of Sileſia, The Germanic conſtitution, and the p 
balance of power, were objects in common to both. c 
Ought ſuch facts, or ſuch reaſoning, to be ſuppreſſed r 
by one who calls himſelf a conſiderer on the preſent t 
German war? Could any, but the moſt proſtitute of W 
all writers, have aſked the following queſtion ? “ Was t 
his Pruſſian majeſty's having fallen upon à protelt- t 
ant electorate, and, deſtroying Saxony, a ſervice done a 
to Britain?” Who ever ſaid it was, or what bu— n 
ſineſs have Britons in the affair? A deep-laid ſcheme, W 
and a treacherous combination was formed againſt the ˖ 
king of Proſſia, in which the clector of Saxony had: ( 
principal concern. His Pruſſian majeſty prevented the t 
execution of ſo infamous a confederacy ; nor dues it t 
matter a ſingle ſtraw, whether the confederates aga1ilt | 

him were proteſtants or papiſts; the elector of Sax0- ( 
iy moſt undoubtedly is a papiſt; and it is equally WW | 
undoubted, 
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undoubted, that when he gives the nod, the ſubjects 
of his electorate muſt fight in a popiſh quarrel. 

Here I am aware of a poor, though plauſible, ob- 
jection; the head it may be (aid, of the landgraviate 
of Heſſe-Caſlel is not a proteſtant. True, but thanks 
to the care of his late majeſty, and the patriotiſm of 
his ſtates, he 1s a proteſtant power, and the pro- 
| teſtant intereſt in his electorate, is ſecured ſo as not 
| to be affected by any temporary or private ſyſtem of 
| religion, that he has embraced. Is that the caſe with 
Saxony ? No, the immaterial forms of worſhip, are 


not the barriers, or indeed characteriſtics, of pro- 


| teſtantiſm. In ſhort, nothing is more certain, than 


that the Saxons did, and may fight in a popiſh caule, 


and upon popiſh principles; and I look upon the ba- 
rons of England, though they undoubtedly believed 
in the pope, to have been the beſt proteſtants that 
ever breathed, when they obliged a tyrant to give 
them their magna charta, 
Page 38, &c. The conſiderer takes pains to prove, 
that the money we pay to his Pruſſian majeſty, is, 
properly ſpeaking, a tribute. It 1s falſe; it 1s the 
cheapeſt bargain Great-Britain ever made, and the 
moſt honourable, as well as wiſe. The principles of 
the Britiſh conſtitution have ever been for her maintain- 


ing, for her defending, for her adopting the cauſe of 


the public liberty, againſt the oppreſſors of mankind; 
the ſame cauſe ſubſiſts, the ſame conduct is obſerved, 
and the like conſequences muſt follow, if Britons are 

not traitors to themſelves. | 
I ſhould be glad to know of the moſt ſanguine pa- 
tron or abettor the conſiderer has, what the conſe- 
quences muſt have been, and what face Europe, at 
this time, muſt have preſented, had not England act- 
ed as ſhe has done. Muſt not the proteſtant intereſt, 
by which I mean public liberty, have been aboliſhed 
on the continent ? Muſt not every port in Europe have 
been ſhut up againſt Britiſh ſhips, and muſt not every 
cabinet have excluded Britiſh councils, and have de- 
clared 
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clared againſt Britiſh intereſts? The reaſoning brought 
by the conſiderer, to prove that the king of Pruſſia, 
during the whole courſe of this war, is acting on| 
for himſelf, is mere declamation, and if poſſible, leis 
than nothing. There never was an alliance formed 
between two powers, who know what they are about, 
in which one of them did not make its own intereſt 
his firſt conſideration, and acted accordingly. I will 
even go farther, and ſay, that in the preſent war, the 
more telfiſh, and the more ſelt-intereſted his Pruſſian 
majeſty is, he is of the more ſervice to Britain, becauſe 
he thereby the more weakens her declared enemies. 

But, ſays the conſiderer, and his advocates, (lor | 
will place their arguments in the ſtrongeſt point of 
light) while Great-Britam has ſo home-telt, fo ac- 
knowledged a ſuperiority by ſea, why ſhould ſhe em- 
bark in a German war? But can the conſiderer, with 
the ſmalleſt ſhew of propriety or reaſon, prove thatGreat- 
Britain would have had that ſuperiority, had France 
been at liberty to have employed againſt Britain thoſe 
troops, that to the number of two hundred and fifty 
thouſand men, have, ſince the commencement of this 
war, found their graves in Germany? In fact, where 
does our boaſted ſuperiority lie; by ſea? No, there 
never was the leaſt doubt of the ſuperiority of Great- 

Britain by ſea, ſince this war commenced ; the unex- 

pected and boaſted advantages we have gained over 
France, have been by land. We have diſpoſſeſſed them 
of North America, and a more certain fact was ne— 
ver laid down upon paper, than this, that had France 
been at liberty to ſend the tenth part of the troops to 
America, that ſhe has buried in Germany, the Eng- 
liſh nation would not, by this time, have poſſeſſed a 
{ingle foot of land upon that continent. 

* The Hanoverians, ſays the conſiderer, may juſtly 
come within our compathon ; but for that very reaſon 
we ought to ſeparate our cauſe from theirs, becaulc 
they are far removed out of our protection. Could 
the electorate ever have been deſigned to make a part 
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of us, and to be thus tender to us as the apple of 
our eye; it would have been placed under the guard 
of our front, and not out of the reach even of our 
hands.” This is a way of reaſoning that has more 
than once brought Great-Britain to the very verge of 
ruin, The principle upon which it is founded, is 
directly inconſiſtent with, and a libel upon, the act of 
ſettlement. Can it be fuppoſed that king William, 
and the patriots who formed that act, did not foreſee 
| all the inconvenrencies that have ariſen, or can ariſe, 
from making an elector of Hanover king of Great- 
Britain? They, without all manner of doubt, faw 
| that the eleCtorate of Hanover would always be con- 
| ſidered by France as a depoſit for the conduct of Great- 
Britain. But that conſideration rather confirmed them 
in, than deterred them from, their reſolution; they 
kept their eye upon one great object, which was that 
of maintaining the liberties of the Germanic body; 
or they thought that their having a German elector to 
be king of Great-Britain, ſtrengthened the common 

cauſe. They were not deceived; the event proved 
| they were not; and while Britons continue faithful to 
themſelves, their reafoning muſt hold good. 

But, ſays the confiderer, the two houſes of par- 
lament, it is ſaid, have promiſed that they will defend 
the electorate. If they were ſo imprudent as to pro- 
miſe ſuch a thing, we have now found it to be impoſ- 
| ftible; the fault therefore muſt be in the making ſuch 
a promife, and not in the non-performance of it ; be- 
cauſe no promiſe binds to impoſſibilities.“ 

Here our confiderer takes for granted that which he 
ought previouſly to have proved, and it opens for him 
a field of declamation and invective, which, if ad- 
mitted, would be very little for his own credit, and 
leſs for that of the nation. He tells us, the preſent 
German war alone, coſts more money than the whole 
ſea and land ſervice coſt in the duke of Marlborough's 
campaigns. "Though this fact is extremely diſputable, 
nay falle, if we include our fervices in Spain, wo 

make 
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make proper allowances for the differences of the value 
of money in the duke of Marlborough's time and the 
preſent, yet I ſhall for once admit what he ſays to be 
true. But how different are the complexions of the 
two wars? In the duke of Marlborough's campaigns, 
the Engliſh had nothing to hope for themſelves, but to 
maintain the balance of power. In the preſent war 
they have indeed the ſame object, but another, and a 
ſolid, conſideration is to be added to it, that is, the im- 
menſe acquiſitions the nation has made in treaſure, 
trade, and territory, which I can by no means admit 
ſhe would, or could have made, had it not been (or 
the diverſion which our arms gave to our enemies on 
the continent of Europe. The time may come, 
ſays the conſiderer, when the nation, being exhauſted 
by the German war, and perhaps intimidated by that 
prince it is now upholding, may be forced to give up 
its own conqueſts, to buy him a peace.” 1 own | 
neither underſtand the propriety, nor the meaning, 
of this ſentence. How is this nation likely to be int. 
midated by a prince, for whom ſhe is forced to buy a 
peace? I can as little underſtand the conſiderer's drift 
a few lines after, that the practicable way of defend. 
ing Germany, 1s by attacking the French iflands, and 
thereby ſecuring an ample indemnification for that part 
of Germany, for which alone we ought to have any 
concern. 
Hoc Ithacus velit, et magno mercentur Atridae. 

But it is, perhaps, what a Britiſh prince, parliament, 
and people, were Hanover now in the hands of the 


French, might not think quite fo reaſonable; eſpe- W 


cially as the conſiderer has been at fo great pains 0 
prove, that the electorate is of very little conſequence 
to France; a poſition, which, perhaps, if not carried 
to extravagance, is the moſt defenſible of any in his 
book. | 

From the 46th page of this pamphlet, the conſ- 
derer employs great pains to prove, that no act of 


parliament has engaged the public faith to the ppt 
in | 0 
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xf the preſent war; and he labours to ſhew that the 
ords of the addreſs of the commons to his late ma- 
jeſty, puts the parliament and Britiſh nation under no 
manner of obligation, becauſe they promiſed what 
Vas impoſſible and impracticable; and he brings the 
opinion of Grotius to prove, that under ſuch circum- 
ſtances, all ties are void. I may appeal to the conſi- 
derer himſelf, whether in my repreſentation of his 
heaſoning, I have not done him juſtice; and now I 
Jſhall give the words of the addreſs, quoted by the 
confiderer. © We think ourſelves bound in gratitude 
to aſſiſt your majeſty againſt the inſults and attacks 
that may be made upon any of your majeſty's domi- 
ions, though not belonging to the crown of Great- 
Þritain, in reſentment of the jart your majeity 
has taken in a cauſe, wherein the intereſts of this king- 
dom are ſo immediately, and fo eſſentially concerned.” 
| Hard muſt be the fate of any ſtate or prince de- 
pending upon that Britiſh honour, which has been 
Aways held fo inviolable, were ſuch a doctrine to take 
lace. He muſt know little of foreign concerns, who 
loes not know, that for two hundred years paſt, the 
Ipeeches of the kings of England to their parliaments, 
ad the addreſſes of thoſe parliaments in anſwer, have 
cen, as it were, the pole ſtars, that have directed 
he conduct of Europe. Can any man read the words 
the addreſs, as quoted above, and doubt that it 
ves not amount to an abſolute promile to defend the 
lectorate? And they give a good moral, as well as 
plitical, reaſon for it,“ becauſe of his majeſty's 
agnanimous behaviour,” a, reaſon that can be ap- 


„id to nothing leſs than what I have mentioned, 
e But, ſays the conſiderer, we have taken upon our- 
d Hees the whole and abſolute defence of them ,”” and 


ere he is at great pains to find out a difference be- 
een aſſiſting his majeſty, and doing the thing our- 


be moſt ſhameleſs chicane. But has that really been 
e Cale ? No, the conſiderer himſelf admits the elec- 
E | torate 


ves, and he has laid out the point, to a degree of 
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34 
torate to have contributed what it can towards n; 
own defence ; if fo, if his late majeſty was ever re. 
duced to borrow, upon his own private credit, tw, 
hundred thouſand pounds, which he employed upon 
the defence of that electorate; if the Hanoverians 
riſqued, not only their properties, but their lives, and 
the entire deſolation of their country, upon reſuming 
their arms, after the French had broken the conven. 
tion of Cloſter-Seven ; if his late majeſty, as elcctor 
of Hanover, avowed that ſtep; and if great part of 
the troops, which ſo gloriouſly drove them out of 
that eleQtorate, were in Hanoverian pay, as undoubt- 
edly they were; can Hanover be ſaid to have done 
nothing for herſelf ? Or does what we have done for 
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was 
her, amount to more than the addreſs contains? Had WM pre! 
not the parliament given his majeſty the aſlurances WE tia, 
they did, I am far from ſaying, that by his conduct, hne 
he would not have equally conſulted the honour and van 
intereſt of Great-Britain. But I will be bold to ſay, uin 
that, without hurting either, ſuppoſing Great-Britan W exp 
to ſtand upon her own bottom, he could have avoided WM eve 
riſquing, as he did, his very property in that elec- Wh and 
torate, and in every other place of Germany. but Por 
upon the aſſurance of parliament, he bravely ſuffered it W gair 
to embark, without reſerve, in the ſame common caule. Vill 
As to our author's ſtrengthening his realoning Wl tuke 
from Brotius; in the firſt place, I take Grotius Mot 
be no authority that is to direct the councils ard WM mat 
condn& of Great-Britain; and in the next place, witi- F 
out waſting my readers time in crabbed quotations, i ve 
Grotius declares flatly. againſt the whole of his doctrine, Hof! 
as applicable to the preſent circumſtances of Great. FH 
tain and Hanover. At the time the treaties of Ruti:a and the 
the landgrave of Heſle were debated in parhament, (ay WM wit 
the confiderer, © all parties expreſsly declared, that the) . 
would not fend a man out of the kingdom.” I cannot (ay, ¶ bei 
that I remember any ſuch expreſs declaration from ae 
parties; but I am candid enough to own, that the!“ 
profefſed view of thoſe treaties, (and how that vier Ru 
came to be altered is ro ſecret to the public) was (0 
prevent 
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prevent our ſending our troops out of the Kingdom. 
Objects often varied, nay, ſome were annihilated; 
1nd thus a meaſure, which was not, at that time, 
perhaps, thought of, became afterwards, firſt expe- 
dient, and then neceſſary, In ſhort, the conſiderer 
will be puzzled to find any period of hiſtory, in which 
councils are not influenced by circumſtances, and 
that materially too, under the firmeſt adminiftrati- 
ons. I cannot, however, help obſerving, that the 
whole of our conſiderer's boafted ſtrength falls to 
the ground, by one ſingle obſervation, which is, that 
It was not regarding the king of Prutha, but againft 
the power of France, that the declaration in queſtion 
was made. The nation, indeed, was ſomewhat ap- 
prehenſive of the connexion between France and Rui- 


ſa, but every man of ſenſe in England at that time 


knew, that all danger from the king of Pruſſia muſt 
raniſh by the very meaſure purſued by Great-Bri- 
tain, It is true, his Pruſſian majeſty at firſt was not 
explicit as to his deligns; but, in that, he acted as 
every wife prince in his ſituation would have done, 
and the alliance between Prutha and Great-Britain 


ſoon reduced him to his true intereſt, which was, a- 


gainſt his ſuffering any foreign troops, be who they 
will, to enter the empire, and the moment he re- 
fuſed to admit the aſſiſtance of France, the electorate 
of Hanover had nothing more to fear. But this 
matter has been already explained. 

The conſiderer proceeds to tell us, © that when 
we promiſed to defend the electorate againit the king 
of Prufſia and the French, the reſt of the empire was 
o have been with us.” This is fo far from being 
the caſe, that the great oppoſition the meaſure met 
with in the houſe, aroſe from the queen of Hunga— 
y being unable, and the other princes of the empire 
being unwilling, to aflift us; nor had we the ſimalluſt 
encouragement to hope that, that would be the calc. 
The promiſe, continues the conſiderer, was to pay 
Ruſſians to fight againſt P-——ns; 1s the paying 
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P——ns to fight againſt Ruſſians, due to the per. 
formance?” Again I deny, that we did promiſe 9 
pay Ruſſians to fight againſt Pruſſians, but we cer. 
tainly did promiſe to defend the electorate by mears 
of Ruſhans; and when thoſe means were taken from 
us, we, in juſtice and honour, were obliged to haye 
recourſe to other means, which we are now purſuing 

The reader is to obſerve, that I am now attempt. 
ing a vindication of the conduct of his late majeſty 
and the Britiſh miniſtry; nor is he to expect, that! 
am to ſtep out of the way to vindicate the Hanoveria 
chancery in what they did. Perhaps, if the truth was 
known, they looked upon themſelves, according to 
the ſtate of parties then in England, to be doomed 
victims to a popular outcry. For my own part, | ne 
ver could approve of the rancour and virulence with 
which that poor clectorate was then treated. The 
convention of Cloſter- Seven took its rife from an ap- 
prehenſion, the Hanoverian chancery had, that it ws 

10t in the power of their ſovereign, to protect then 
from the miſeries that threatened them. This, wear 
it proper and decent, would be no very difficult ma: 
ter to prove. I will even go fo far as to ſay, that, 
is more than probable, in ſuch a ſituation of things 
the regency, or as the conſiderer calls them, the char: 
cery of Hanover, conhdered the intereſt of the elec 
tor, and themſelves, in a very different light ſro 
thoſe of Great-Britain and its ſovereign, 

The conſiderer, about the 55th, 56th, and the {ub 
ſequent pages of his pamphlet, comes to what ht 
calls his moſt important point, which is neither more 
nor leſs than to prove, that we ought to carry C 
the war with France by fea, “ by which means, ia); 
he, we will realiſe to this nation a revenue of fir! 
millions a year for ever, at our enemies expence, all 
totally diſable France hereafter from raiſing a mariit 
power, which can ever be in any degree formidabi 
to Britain,” The public of Great-Britain would i 
extremely obliged to the conſiderer, if he wou 


now 
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int out to them the ſituation of the French lands, 
where thoſe five millions, even ſuppoſing them French 
livres, grow. If he means Martinico, it never was 
worth five millions of French livres to the crown cf 
France, and its importonce arole chiefly from its vi- 
cinity to the iſland of Guadaloupe. But are we not, 
at this time, diſtreſſing the French upon that iſland? 
Have we not the ſtrongeſt reaſon to ſay, that our 
government is doing the very thing, ſo injudiciouſſy 
and unſeaſonably pointed out by the conſiderer, with 
no view but to impoſe upon the ignorant, and in- 
flame the unwary ? If he means, that we are to at- 
tack the French part of Hiſpaniola, and to make a 
conqueſt of it for ourſelves, tho' in truſt for our al- 
lies, it would not be long before a more pernicious 
war, even than what he has repreſented the Germa- 
nic war to be, might be carried on againſt Great-Bri- 
tain, ſince the French poſſeſſions upon that iſland are 
known to be under the protection of Spain, and 10 
be held only in ſufferance from her. If he means the 
paultry diſtant poſſeſſions the French hold at the mouth 
of the Mliſſiſippi and in Louiſiana, they are no 
objects of a national armament; and they could 
(carcely indemnify the expence of a ſmall ſquadron 
of privateers, were they to undertake the conqueſt, 
In ſhort, I will venture to ſay, that all thoſe poſſeſſi- 
ons put together, never were worth to the crown of 
France, and never can be worth to us, the twentieth 
part of the ſum, at which the confiderer has rated 
them. But, after all that has been ſaid, what autho- 
rity hath the conſiderer to ſuppole, that any of thoſe 
attempts have been neglected by our being engaged 
in a German war? As to the irretrievable deſtructi- 
on of the French marine, has not that been actually 
effected? And it is time enough for the conſiderer to 


rail againſt our government, when he ſees them make 
a peace that ſhall leave France at liberty to re-cſia- 
{ bliſh it. In ſhort, if the French iſlands can brin 

either to them or to Great-Britain, five millions ſter- 
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ling a year, they are of more worth, than half the 
revenue of France itſelf. 

* In the firſt place, ſays the conſiderer, this is a war, 
in which Britain ſtands ſingle and alone, to contend 
at land with France. And how much ſoever we may 
flatter ourſelves with the notion of our own ſtrength, 
and the French weakneſs, France 1s at this time, and 
it has been for a century paſt, ſuperior to us at Jand.” 
This is the ſum of what the conſiderer has ſaid on 
this head, which takes up ſeveral pages of his pamph- 
let. I ſhall for once not diſpute this fact, if he 
means only, that France can bring much greater 
armies into the field than Great-Britain can; but! 
muſt and will affirm; that thoſe armies are nothing 
comparable in a day of action to Britiſh troops, noi 
have they ever been found to be fo; and in affirming 
this, I have on my fide the credit of all hiſtory, when 
the troops of the two nations ever fought with one a. 
not her, in the ſmalleſt terms of equality. I ſhall al- 
low the advantage in point of military diſcipline, tac- 
tics, and military operations, to have been, at cer- 
tain times, on the fide of the French; but I total! 
deny, that they are in poſſeſſion of thoſe advantages 
at preſent, or have been for ſome years, A candid 
writer muſt allow, that the ſtrength of a ſtate in 
war does not conſiſt in the number of her own natives 
ſhe can bring into the field. The Carthaginians could 
bring but few; yet by the help of commerce they 
were enabled, at a much greater diftance than Ger- 
many is from England, to bring Rome to the brink 
of ruin, I muſt add, that tho' one ſtate may exceed 
another in the number of national troops by land, ye 
the latter may have vaſt advantages in war, if, t03 
reaſonable number of brave national troops, ſhe ſhal 
likewiſe add a marine too ſtrong for all the nava 
forces in the world, when collected into one fleet, t 
look it in the face, which at preſent is the caſe of 
Great- Britain. The conſiderer may flouriſh away up 


on former events that happened in favour of * 
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The preſent time ought to be the only ſubject of his 
| conſideration ; and he can produce no period that can 
be brought in the leaſt parallel with it, whether we 
| conſider our own internal ſtrength, the glory acquired 
| by our troops, the force of our marine, the impor- 
| tance of our conqueſts, and, what is of more weight 


than all, the unanimity of the nation; a confidera- 


| tion, which deſtroys all parallels that can be formed, 
| with regard to the circumſtances of this nation, ſince 
the days of queen Elizabeth to the preſent. As to 
the loſs, which the French power ſuſtained by the 


battles of Blenheim and Ramillies, exaggerated as 
they are by the conſiderer, they are in no degree 
comparable, ſetting aſide the havock of the (word, 
to the number they have loſt in Germany by diſeaſes, 
fatigue, famine, and every kind of indigence. 

In pages 60 and 61 of the Conſiderations, our au- 
thor employs ſome very flimſy reaſoning, to prove, 


that we made a very bad bargain with Pruſſia. In 


fact, though we are an ally to him, he is none to us. 


Our treaty with him, ſays the conſiderer, will not 
| oblige him to furniſh us either with money or troops, 


ſhould we want them ever ſo much.” Nobody was 
ever wrong-headed enough to imagine the treaty was 


made for any ſuch purpoſe , it was made to prevent 
the abſolute deſtruction of the proteſtant intereſt; 


upon the continent, and it has hitherto anſwered 
that purpoſe, notwithſtanding the formidable and 


unexpected traverſes it has met with. 


What then (ſays the conſiderer in the next page) 
have we gained by this ally? Two things: the one 
is, the being obliged to pay him money to enable 
him to fight his own battles againſt enemies which 


Britain has no quarrel with; the other is, the driving 
the reſt of the German princes into a cloſer union 
with France, and making ourſelves obnoxious to Eu- 
rope for ſupporting this ally. Can it be ſuppoſed, that 
Britain is the ſtronger for either of theſe ?? In an- 
ſwer to thoſe round queſtions, I ſay, that Britain always 


has 
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has had, and that ſhe always ought to have, a quar. 
rel with thoſe powers, who attempt to deſtroy the 
liberties of Europe. Suppoſing the confederacy be. 
tween the courts of Vienna, France, Saxony, and 
Ruſha, who is neither papiſt nor proteſtant, and is 
to be conſidered rather as an Aſiatic, than an Eu. {MW 
ropean power, had been carried into execution, what - 
muſt have been the conſequence ? By what I have 
ſuggeſted, how can the prevention of it drive the 
German princes into a cloſer union with France, while 
the latter is ſo intimately connected with the house 
of Auſtria, which has always been their oppreſſors, 
when they fled to France for refuge? The extinction pl 
of the proteſtant intereſt in Germany, it is to be 
feared, would have extinguiſhed the Germanic con- 


ſtitution itſelf, while that ambition and bigottty, 
which have always diſtinguiſhed the houſe of Auſtria, E 


was ſupported and abetted by the guaranties of the 
trcaty of Weſtphalia. What ſupported the liberties N 
of Germany, and conſequently of Europe, before 
the preſent war broke out, but the enmity between 
the honſes of Bourbon and Auſtria ? That enmity 
being diſſolved, the former balance of power va. 
niſhed; and the honour, dignity, and intereſt 
of Great-Britain called upon her to form another, 
She has done it, and ſhe could have done it by no 
other means, than ſhe has purſued. 

The greateſt art, which the conſiderer has em- 
ployed through the whole of his pamphlet, and 
which he carries on to an amazing degree from the 
624 to the 68th page, is to repreſent the king o 
Pruſſia as a ſelf- intereſted prince. Were I to ſpeak my 
own private thoughts, I muſt ſay, the greater his 
ſelf-intereſt is, he will be the more uſeful and the 
more faithful ally to Great-Britain z from whol 
friendſhip, after what has happened, he never can 
find it his intereſt to depart, I ſhall ſpeak nothing 
of gratitude or honour ; but while the preſent wat 
laſts, can it be his intereſt to abandon his allanc 
With 
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with Great- Britain? I believe, even the conſider-— 
ler will not be hardy enough to affirm it. Sup— 
Eroſing a peace was to take place, would he, after 
hat has happened, throw himſelf into the arms 
Eof France? No; he muſt be ſenſible, that while 
there is a poſſibility of a miſunderſtanding ariſing 
petween Great-Britain and France, his danger recurs, 
and then he would be in a worſe condition than 
erer, through the renewed connections between 
Auſtria and Bourbon. This muſt hereafter always 


I be the caſe. No pace can make Auſtria loſe ſight 
„Nef her claims upon Sileſia, or France of hers, for 
Je damage we have done her ia this war, and the 
„ erritories we have taken from her. Theie are con- 
y Iderations which, however plain and ſhort, I think 
a ablolutely deſtroy all the declamation employed by 


pur author againſt our connexion. with Pruſſia. Tie 


MEET | 

e gerſonal invectives the conſider has thrown out againſt 

re im, are as void of truth, as they are of decency, and 
deſerve no anſwer. 


The conſiderer next returns to his old topic of 
the inequality between France and England in a land- 
Var between them, on the continent; and he repre- 
ents all the powers in Europe as being averſe to the 
cauſe we are fighting in. The meaneſt coftee-houſe 
politician knows the reaſon. Ruſſia has claims, Swe- 
gen has claims upon Ruſſia, which have been Jon 
od een by treaties, and are therefore unjuſt. The 
tuation of the king of Denmark, between Ruſſia 
and Sweden, with regard to Holſtein, has been very 
tickliſh, and becoming more ſo every day, does not 
his Amit him to part with a fingle ſubject from the 
the ({Elence of his own dominions. The death of the 
ol ince and princeſs of Orange have given the Dutch 
can Prernment back to the Loveſtein faction, who think, 
ing Pat it is their intereft to join with France, and ſe- 
getly to abett her againſt the rivals of her com- 
Werce. Ambition, and the hope of ſharing in the 
* and dignities of two electorates, have driven 
F ſome 
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ſome of the German princes, even proteſtants, from 
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their true intereſts, and others are over-awed hy 
the thunders of the aulic council, ſupported by the 
power of France. As to the proteſtants of Saxony, 
who have taken fervice with our enemies, perhaps 
their numbers will not be found to be very gre, 
when we conſider, that the inhabitants, at leaſt « 
one half of Saxony, are papiſts. But, be that as 
it will, no prince, when his conduct is fundamentally 
right, is obliged to anſwer for conſequences. 1: 
to Switzerland, I apprehend, we and our alhes have 
the ſame right to recruit there, as France has, and 
a much better title, becauſe we have more money 
to pay them. As to Italy, Germany, and Flanders, 
France can recruit in no part of them, but in the 
territories of the empreſs-queen, which we may rea. 
ſonably preſume, are already ſufficiently exhauſted, 
Page 69 and yo of the Conſiderations are employ- 
cd in ſhewing, that the French have more tund: 
to carry on war than Grcat- Britain has. But as WF ,. 
the conſiderer has his information only from one 
gentleman, whom he does not name, and as the 
diſtreſſed ſtate of France and her finances, even to n 
a profeſſed bankruptcy, is well known, and indi Wh 
putable, the argument certainly lies againſt him 
But even ſuppoſing the French treaſury to be pollcll 


ed of the ſums the conſiderer mentions, let us, wit WM x 
the Spaniſh ambaſſador in the treaſury of Venice, t 
take the candle, and examine where is the root from WM | 
which thole treaſures grow. Has not Great-Pritain WF , 
laid the ax to it? Is it not abſolutely cut off by the ; 
loſs of her marine, trade, and poſſeiſions in all parts WF 1 


of the world? The reverſe of all this is the cale of 
Great-Britain. Look at the ſtate of French priſon- 
ers in England, read the remonſtrances of French 
parliaments, conſult the beſt accounts of the ſtate 
of their provinces, peopled by inhabitants, ſo di 
pirited through want, that they think it a happinels 
to be carried to the Jeſs lingering butchery : 1 
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geld. But the whole of this png is ſo much againſt 


our conſiderer, in the mind of every man in England, 
excepting a few oſtentatious, deſperate, advocates for 
the cauſe, eſpouſed by the conſiderer, that I am faſe 
n reſting it here. 

« Every one who has thought on the ſubject of 
war, muſt have conſidered the three different Kinds 
of it : a war of offence, a war of equality, and a 
war of defence. And every one knows, that of 
theſe the laſt is moſt diſadvantageous, and the moſt 
difficult.” Theſe are ſounds, drawn from ſpecula— 
tion, paper-ſtaining warriors, and caſtle-building po- 
lticians; but they are diſclaimed by practice and 
experience, Every war in its own nature becomes 
offenſive, whatever the pretences may have been, 
upon which it was originally founded. If an army 
of defence, can offend the enemy, the means of 


E offence becomes the moſt effectual principle of de- 
fence. Strength or weakneſs, courage or conduct, 


are all the conſiderations generals have, whether 


| they fight in a war of offence, a war of equality, or 


2 war of defence, and the meaning, of theſe words 
vaniſhes, according to events. The conſiderer ſays, 


that neither the duke of Cumberland, nor prince 


Ferdinand, could force the French to a pitched bat- 
tle. I underſtand the battle of Minden to have 
been a pitched battle, and that we did force the 
French to fight it in the manner it was fought ; whe- 
ther the French were forced to fight at Haſtenbeck, 


{| know not. But I am convinced, that, ſuperior as 
they were to his royal highneſs, in numbers and 
| artillery; had one halt of the troops under him been 


Britin, he muſt have been deciſively victorious, 
As to the argument the confiderer ſo long dwells 
upon, and fo affectedly repeats, that France can 
draw out greater armies than we can, let the battle 
of Minden anſwer, whether they can produce ſo 
good troops. In ſhort, the number that France can 
bring to the field, unleſs they can be proved to be 
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better troops than thoſe of Great-Britain, is an ar. 
gument againſt our going to war, that is below al 


contempt. Is there 1n this reſpect a greater dilparity th 

between France and Great-Britain, than there was be. 

tween the Greeks and the Perſians, than there was be. tt 

tween the Romans and Barbarians, thoſe anceſtors of la 

the pretent French and Auſtrians? a 
** Suppoſe us, ſays the conſiderer, to gain a com- v 

rleat victory, is there any fruit of it to be reaped p 


in Germany.” This is his main queſtion; all that 
follows on it is but flounſh. My anſwer is, we gain 0 
all that we propoſed, the freeing a proteſtant electo- f 
rate, expoſed to all the horrors of war upon our 0 
account; we weaken the power of the oppreſſors WW 3 
of Europe, we blunt the (words, that are drawn t 
againſt the hberties of mankind, and we are, at leaſt, I 
one ſtep nearer towards procuring a peace, which 
nay reſtore Great-Britain and Europe to freedom and 
wangen The ideal reaſoning that follows the 
imagmary triumph of the author, upon the above 
cueſtion, deferves no anſwer, becauſe the facts, ſup- 
;ofcd in it, never can have any exiſtence, and can | 
have no relation to the preſent queſtion. It cannot 
be imagined, that the prefent government, could be 
mad enough to purſue ſuch a ſcheme as the conſi- 
derer has laid down for the future plan of their 
operations. . Britiſh troops are not to follow an ene- 
my into quarters, where Britiſh money is already 
more efficaciouſſy employed; the obſervations I have 
already made, of the exhauſted ſtate of France, de- 
ſtroy all probability of the French leading us into 
thoſe wild-gooſe chaces the author has ſuppoſed. 
The conſiderer has thrown out ſarcaſms againſt 
cur employing a foreign general or generals, in the 
German war, But, as uſual, he has fubſtitutcd 
words for realities. The preſent war, candidly con. 
ſidered, is no farther on our part, a German wat, 
than as we fight for our allies in Germany, againſt out 
enemies there. We attack no German prince, we ſup- 
| port 
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port no German meaſures, farther than as the ſupport of 
German freedom and independency is connected with 
the intereſt of Great-Britain, which it always has been. 
Page go, the conſiderer falls with great reaſon, as! 
think, upon the abuſe of public news writing in Eng- 
land; I ſubſcribe to all he ſays on that head. But, 
at the ſame time, I muft make a diſtinction between 
what comes from the pens of thoſe hirelings of the 
preſs, and the authority of the government, and even 
the parliament itſelf, If ſome pragmatical politicians, 
or buſy fund-brokers, railed againſt the king of Pruſ- 
ſia, there was not a man of ſenſe in England, who 
did not bewail the untowardly ſyſtem that kept him 
and us divided. The conſiderer knows well, that 
there was not, in both houſes of parliament, a topic 
more frequently mentioned, than the expediency of 
cloling, almoſt at any rate, with his Pruſſian n:ajeſty, 
and thereby forming a firm barrier, and a natural 
defence, for the proteſtant intereſt. Did the conſi- 
derer, or any of his friends, in thoſe times, ſtand 
up and diſpute thoſe propoſitions, as they were aſſented 
to, even by the miniſters, againſt whom they were ob- 
liquely aimed? Mr. Pelham himſelf was again and again 
heard to declare, that when the circumſtances of affairs 
would admit, not a moment ſhould be loſt, in compleat- 
ing ſo deſirable a connexion; and all the other miniſters 
{cemed to be of the ſame mind. When the connexi- 
on was formed, the government of England, per- 
naps, at no time, entered into a meaſure, that met 
with fo univerſal an approbation. It may be impro- 
per for me to mention, that the great perſonage, who 
is now no more, always ſpoke with regret of the cir- 
cumſtances that kept him at a diſtance from his ne- 
phew, and has been known, with an unuſual ſharp- 
neſs, to check the officious courtiers about his perſon, 
when they ſpoke diſreſpectfully of him. 

Even when his Pruſſian majeſty (who being an in- 
land power was not extremely well acquainted with 
maritime affairs) ſent over the famous memorial, cem- 
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plaining of the confiſcation of his ſhips ; the anſwer 
returned, by order of the court of London, was pen. 
ned with all the politeneſs due to a ſovereign prince, in 
alliance with us. Has the conſiderer forgot what hap- 
pened after this, upon the ſame ſubject ? The anſwer 
that went from London, was ſuch as convinced his 
Pruſſian majeſty of the rectitude of our court of ad- 
miralty's proceedings, and his Britannic majeſty's in- 
tentions. What was the conſequence ? He dropped 
his remonſtrance, and he kept his faith, in paying the 
intereſt on the Sileſian loan. Upon the whole there. 
fore, he muſt have been born but yeſterday, who can 
be impoſed upon by the ſo many repeated aſlertions 
in the Conſiderations, of the deteſtation his Pruſſian 
majeſty was formerly held in by the Britiſh nation. 
Impertinents in politicks we have many, whoſe know- 
ledge ariſes out of the ſumes of coffee and tobacco, 
but the talk of ſuch never can be conſtrued into the ſenſe 
of the people of Britain. I ſhall not differ much from our 
conſiderer, with regard to a certain ribband and title be- 
ſtowed , but I cannot think it was beſtowed, on account 
of vulgar prepoſſeſſions, and on the report of idle, igno- 
rant news-mongers; they were beſtowed at a time when 
it was thought proper and prudent to give exemplary W 
rewards, even to the ſew of reſolution and reſiſtance. 

The railing of our conſiderer at the Ruſſian treaty, 
is frivolous and thread- bare, and yet he is ingenuous 
enough to own (page 94,) that it was made ſolely to 
Keep all foreign troops out of the empire. Un- 
doubtedly, as we have obſerved before, it was. But 
it is as certain, that, beſore the treaty was made, the 
court of France, unknown either to his Britannic or 
Pruſſian majeſty, was far advanced in the treaty of 
Vienna; nay, it was then as good as concluded, and 
we very ſoon found, from the chevalier Duglals's ne- 
gociations, on the part of France, at the court of 
Peterſburg, too much reaſon to apprehend, that it 
the Ruſſian troops had got footing in the empire, 
ven upon our requiſition, they would have inſiſted 
upon 
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udon their own terms before they had evacuated it. 
That the Ruſſians were hired to defend the electorate 
of Hanover, againſt all invaders, 1s admitted, That 
they were hired to ravage the Pruſſian dominions, or 
that the king of Pruſſia intended to invade Hanover 
at that time 1s denied, 

Having faid thus much, I muſt be candid enough 
to own, before the treaty of London was made, his 
late majeſty (though he wiſely Kept it to himſelt) had 
great reaſons to ſuſpect the intentions of the court of 
Vienna, and her motives, or rather encouragement, 
ſor making certain demands upon him, which in ho- 
nour, and conſcience, he could not comply with. 
What muſt become of our author's reaſoning, if it 
ſhould appear that ſome of thoſe demands regarded 
even the king of Pruſſia? Did not the natural ſea- 
fon, the optanda dies, then preſent itſelf, and what 
treatment muſt his majeſty's miniſters have met with 
trom the public, had they not joined the national 
voice, and concluded the treaty of London. We 
had been uſed to think, ſays the conſiderer, (page 
95,) the king of Pruſſia, (1 dont fay rightly) had thewn 
in his actions, a neglect of all moral obligation, and 
in his writings, a contempt of every religious princi- 
ple.” Who ere we? Does the conſiderer claſs him- 
ſelf with the officious ſhatter-brains of coftee-houſes ? 
The people of England never thought ſo of the con- 
queror of Sileſia; they never ſpoke thus of the au— 
thor of the Anti-Machiavel. Every men of tenſe and 
candour ſpoke and thought the reverſe. They ſaw 
the king of Pruſſia under the diſagreeable neceſſity of 
maintaining his alliance with France, through the in- 
Juſtice and obſtinacy of the court of Vienna, who 
forced him to maintain that alliance, though he of- 
fered, again and again, to renounce it, and to join 
in keeping the French out of the empire, provided 
ſhe would do him juſtice in his claims upon Sileſia. 


Thoſe claims were, to the people of England, pro- 
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blematical at leaſt, and they neither could, nor dd. 
give them diſguſt, far leis, deteſtation. 
In all political writings, when facts are anſwered, 


(and I think I have aatwered every fact advanced by fg. 
the conſiderer) the reſt muſt go for declamation. That WR for 
is what I cannot anſwer. The charges againſt his WF hd: 
Pruſſian majeſty, and our own miniſtry, are repeat- mo 
ed over and over again, and ſpun through a hundred pot 
and thirty-ſeven pages, with an acrimony void of WM all 
tprit, arguments that are deſtitute of reaſon ; charges, of 
unſupported by truth; allegations, not founded on Fr 
facts; and tautologies, which prove the writer to be un 
no admirer of Tacitus. His declamations and def. WW th 
nitions upon continental connexions, and upon the WF 8" 
difficulty of underſtanding them as they ought- to be ge 
underſtood, are metaphyſical, vague, and idle. Eve- on 
ry cobler, I was going to ſay, knows what a con- WE 
tinental connexion is, as well as any member of either WW 2c 
houſe of parliament; and though our author repre- W 
ſents his ſplittings of the queſtion to be new and uu MW 
common, yet there has not been perhaps a more IS 
hackney'd topic in politicks, ſince the Revolution; 0 


nor has he fallen upon a ſingle diviſion or ſubdivili- 
on, that has not been bruſhed thread-bare by Tories W 


and Jacobites in their writings againſt the act of Set- 9 
tlement, and for the treaty of Utrecht. Let the au- U 
thor prove (and then he will ſay ſomething) that our 0 
connexions with Pruſſia, or, if he pleaſes, with the 1 
continent, at this tinie, are not as well founded, and l 
as juſtifiable, and perhaps more neceſſary, than thoſe , 


formed by king William, in that alliance which the con- 
{1derer has employed ſuch a needleſs pomp of language 
to amplify. Our conſiderer, again and again, mentions 
our being without thoſe allies, which king William and 
queen Anne had: I have given the plain and true rea- 
fon why we are without them, and probably muſt be 
without them, till the proteſtant confederacy has broken 
the chains of Europe. I am far from detracting from the 
merits or abilities of our great deliverer But what has his 

conduct 
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conduct or character to do with the preſent queſtion, 
anleſs he can ſhew, that Great-Britain and Europe were 
in Jeſs danger, at the time the treaty of London was 
ſigned. than it was at the time the grand alliance was 
formed by king William? I am even afraid our con- 
derer has over-ſtrained his complaiſance to the me- 
mory of that monarch. He has given us a moſt 
pompous account of the congrels, in which the grand 
alliance was formed; and ſuch a meeting, compoſed 
of ſo many illuſtrious parties, all of them enemies to 
France, never perhaps was known in Europe. I am 
unwilling to ſay it, but it is a well known truth, that 
the ſplendor and frequeney of that meeting, was the 
oreateſt misfortune of king William's reign. It ſug- 
geſted to his enemies, a natural and puzzling queſti- 
on. If fo many mighty potentates, are to go to war 
againſt France, why 1s England to pay a greater pro- 
portion, in the expences of that war, than all thoſe 
mighty potentates put together? nay, in fact, the 
whole of the expence; for man's fleſh, (unleſs when it 
is hired, orlet out) has always been very cheap on the 
continent, eſpecially in Germany. 

While I am upon this head, which I have touched 
with the utmoſt reluctance, I am forry that our conſi- 
derer's calculation of our expence during king Wil- 
lam and queen Anne's wars, obliges me to repeat an 
obſervation I have made before; that it is a groſs im- 
| poſition upon the ſenſe of the public, to array the 

ſums of thoſe times againſt the preſent; becauſe the 
| Intrinſic value of money in Great-Britain is now di- 
miniſhed. The intereſt which money bears in a ſtate, 
4 commercial one I mean, may be called the pulſe, 
which indicates the health or indiſpoſition of the bo- 
dy-politic. The government in thoſe times gave for 
money, ſix or ſeven, nay ſometimes more, per cent. 
At this time they give at moſt three and a halt. I 
ſhall not, from this, conclude, that Great-Britain has, 

at preſent, double the money in ſpecie, that ſhe had 
G under 
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under king William, or queen Anne; but I vil 
venture to ſay, however paradoxical it may ap- 
pear, ſhe is at this time doubly able to bear the 
expences. 

* To talk, ſays the conſiderer, (page 114) of 
forming a connexion with that, which | 1s in itſelf un- 
connected, is a contradiction in terms.” This is 
profeſſedly a gingle of words. Was the continent 
connected in itſelf, I mean, even againſt France, in 
queen Anne's time? Did not king William, even 
before his death, break thoſe connexions, for which 
our author ſo pompouſly applauds him, ſo that queen 
Anne in the beginning ot her reign, found Europe 
as unconnected as it is now? The empire in itſelf, 
torn in pieces by the defection of one of its moſt 
powerful electors from the common cauſe, while others 
of them were more covertly friends to France ; Swe- 
den ſo near declaring againſt us, that we were obliged 
to have recourſe to gratifying the pride of that mo- 
narch, by ſending the duke of Marlborough to him, 
to work upon his private paſſions, which he did in a 
manner not altogether becoming the dignity of his 
miſtreis and his country. All Spain, and the greateſt 
part of Italy m arms againſt us, and even the duke 
aaf Savoy our friend, only becauſe Britain was the 
moſt capable to be his, againſt the more than in- 
tolence of the French monarch ; and what was worte 
than all, Great-Britain, by being then unconnected in 
herielf, gave the enemy double advantages. 

Why, fays the conſiderer, (page 116) ſhould 
any part of the war, which, as the preſent war, be- 
gan with a conteſt abour foreign ſettlements, have 
its courſe diverted into a land-war in Germany, for 
we were always victorious at fea?” I don't diſpute 
our being always ſuperior to France by fea in power, 
but | cannot admit, we have been to in fortune; 
neither do I think, that the experiments of deſcents 
ye haye made upon the French coafts, have in an) 

| degree 
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degree anſwered the plauſible principles on which 
they were founded. The conſiderer himſelf furniſhes 
the ſtrongeſt realon why they have not; becauſe 
France is extremely populous, and has always a mi- 
litia, independent of her army. If fo, ſuch pelting 
deſcents, which are attended with infinite trouble and 
fatigue to our ſoldiers, will always be oppoled by their 
militia, who are very little, if at all inferior, to their 
regulars. This, atleaſt, is the way we argue in Eng- 
land, becauſe the great end of our militia was to guard 
our coaſts againſt deſcents, and leave our army at li- 
berty to act elſewhere. Our author goes on to ſhew (p. 
119.)* that if our war in Germany is a war of diverſion, 


it is not an eligible diverſion.” Diverſion is certainly one 


af the objects of our German war, and notwithſtand- 


ing all our author's fine- ſpun arguments, the meaſure 
Þ 8 3 


has hitherto been ſucceſsful, What can he mean b 

eligible diverſion ? War itſelf is not eligible, when 
peace can be equitably preferved. But has our au- 
thor pointed out, where we could have made a more 
cligible diverſion, or has he proved that no diverſion 
was proper? “ But, ſays he, (p. 120) our German 
war is no diverſion at all for the French forces,” 


though he owns in the fame breath, that it em- 


ploys them. Yes, and I will add, it deſtroys them 


| iikewiſe, even without the aſſiſtance of the (word ; 
| {0 miſerably are they ſupplied. To make out this 


notable reaſoning of his, the conſiderer tells us, that 
the French leave not a man fewer upon their coaſts 


on account of their army in Germany. Who ſays 
| they have? But the conſiderer will find it no caſy 


taſk to prove, that ſince the beginning of the war 
they have not ſuffered a loſs of men 1n Germany, 
which the populocuſneſs of France (great as it is) 


| Will not be able for many years to repair. He never 


can perſuade any man, who has his ſenſes about him, 


| that France is not become a national bankrupt, by her 
ar in Germany; or that, had ſhe not found divetſion, 
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or if the conſiderer pleaſes, employment for he 
troops in Germany, ſhe might not ſtill have ſound 
means to have triumphed over us in America. |: 
will be impoſſible to perſuade the world, that France 
can keep a hundred and twenty thouſand men in 
country, that always has been, and is now, the graue 
of the French, with as little EXPENCE of blood ard 
treaſure, as they are at, when they are in quar- 
ters or garriſons 1n their own country, 1n a time of 
peace, which admits of their employing thernſelve: 
in manufactures and agriculture, and in repairing 
thoſe calamities of their country, which are fo feel 
ingly ſet forth by the remonſtrances of their pat 
laments. 

Our author, by his own confeſſion, thinks, that. 
the latter pages of his pamphlet contains a recapitu- 
lation, or rather, a repetition of what he had ſaid 
before ; and as they undoubtedly are ſuch, I ſhall no: 


pretend to anſwer them, becauſe I have, ſtep by 


ſtep, anſwered every argument, without employing 
that declamation, which he has ſo induſtriouſly made 
uſe of, to decry the preſent government of England, 
to throw perſonal abuſe, even in deſcending to perſon- 
alties, againſt our illuſtrious ally. 
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